
Sune 3, 1959 

H r e  3, R e  Nbi 
Caucade Laundry and Dry Cleaners 
1847 Market 
Denver 2, CaloradQ 

Please forgive my delay i n  replying to your 
letter of May 11 which was held here i n  Washington 
pending my return Tram the World Health Conference 
i n  Geneva. 
concerning the t e s t i n g  of Krebiozen as a treatment for 
cancer, and i n  reply, I am glad toprovide you w i t h  in- 
formation on the Rubject which has been made available 
to me by the ?Tational Cancer Institute of the Public 
H e a l t h  service. 

X was most pleased to have p u r  views 

It I s  my understanding that the National Cancer 
l tnsti tute has not heretofore participated i n  any test- 
ing of Krebiozen and has no direct knowledge of i t s  
possible usefulness i n  the treatment of cancer, As ypu 
may be aware from p u r  reading, t-wo medical groups who 
examined clinical data on the use of the agent have pub- 
lished their findings i n  the s c i e n t i f i c  l i t e r a t u r e ,  One 
group you referred to f n  your letter, namely, a subcom- 
m i t t e e  of the Comm3,ttee on Research, Council. on Pharmacy 
and Chemistry of the Amorican Medical Association: a 
second group was the Committee on Cancer Diagnosis and 
Therapy of the National Research Council. N e i t h e r  group 
found evidence from the data examined that Krebfozen w a s  
M e f fec t ive  treatment for cancer. 

Ae you may be awareI Senator Douglas, in a speech 
on the Senate floor on August 22, 1958, requested that the 
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hlblfc H @ a l t h  Service invest igate  the possible anti-tumor 
properties of Xrebioeen as a treatment for human cmcer. 
The National Cancer I n s t i t u t e  has responded by par t ic ipa t ing  
i n  conferences and communications w i t h  the interested 
parties. 
1) whether avai lable  infannaaon about the agent i tself ,  
and data on its use i n  t r ea t ing  cancer, m e r i t  further 
evaluation of the therapy, and 2) tho procedure for cagry- 
ing  o u t  sirch an evaluation. 

These have been for the puwlpose of establishingt 

The general plan of procecture w a ~  discuss& a t  
a meting on September 24 attended by Dr. Xvy, Dr, Steven 
Durovic o f  the Xrcbiozen Research Foundation, Mr. Frank 
MCcUl&OCk Of Senator Douglas' stafz, Dr, 3, Re Hailer, 
D i r e c t o r  of the Hatianal Cancer I n s t i t u t e  and ather members 
of the I n s t i t u t e ' s  staff, A t  the conclusion of thie meeting 
the following statement was issued: "3t is generally agreed 
that the evaluation of Krebiozen should be explored further 
and we are seeking to develop an agreed procedure that w i l l  
be acceptable t~ the s c i e n t i f i c  co;.ununity," It is believed 
that acceptance by the scientificaxmnuxxity is necessary 
asfnce it is only 2rom t h i s  group that it is possible to 
find research s c i e n t i s t s  who have the  t ra ining,  knowledge 
and skills necessary for making a val id  evaluation as to 
w h e t h e r  an agent is or is not a wrthhile addition to the 
group of agents already available for providing benef i t  to 
cancer pa t ien ts ,  
articles which tell of the extensive a c t i v i t i e s  under way 
i n  the search for ef fec t ive  anti-cancer agents. You w i l l  
note that a number of agents are helpgul i n  prolonging 
comfortable life i n  some t y p e s  of cancer, and it might be 
of i n t e r e s t  to  you to know that some 80 compound&%ave 
shown anti-tumor a c t i v i t y  i n  experimental, animals are now 
being evaluated I n  c lb ica l  s tudies  in several  i n s t f tu t lone  
throughout the country, 
i n  experimental animals Uuough the use of drugs alone, and 
extensive efforts by research sc i en t f s t a  and physicisma are 
under way i n  an attempt to find the correct method of doing 
the sdme for pa t ien ts ,  Thus we have a considerable number 
of outstanding s c i e n U s t s  i n  this country who are highly 
aUlLed i n  evaluating agents for their value in the manage- 
ment of cancer patknts, and the procedures for this evaluation 
axe w e l l  worked out,  

1 an enclosing for  your information three 

Cancer has h e n  completely e l h l n a t e d  



lche National Cancer f n s t i t u t e  a t  theSeptember 24 
meting suggested that a cammZttee of s c i e n t i s t s  experienced 
i n  evaluation of -e management of cancer pa t i en t s  and ac- 
ceptable both t o  Dr. Ivy ant! the I n s t i t u t e  be consti tuted 
t o  decide w h e t h e r  clinical trials should be undertaken and 
how they should be conducted. Discussion on this proposal 
wets contAnued at a meeting on December 5. This coneerence 
was attenc'ted by the Senator, Drs. Ivy and QurovIc, Mr. 
M C C U ~ ~ O C ~ ,  I)r. mllerand membegs of the Ins t i t u t e ' s  staff. 
Senator mugEers cqxx%3aed the opinion that the InstAtute's 
alternative propo,.t,al to his o r i g i n a l  t e s t  procedure was a 
proper one, an6 encouraged Dr. Xvy to proceed w i t h  It. Dr.  
Ivy wae~ inv i ted  to defj_n& his role as consultant to the 
evaluzting camittee to whiLdh he had agreed, butprreferred 
to do this later in wri t ing .  

In a letter to the I n s t i t u t e  dated February l, 19598 
br. Xvy reverted essen t i a l ly  to his or ig ina l  proposal that 
he personally shoulc? be a member 02"an a rb i t r a t ion  type 
of mmmittee'* and  party to the administration of the 
therapy and the in te rpre ta t ion  of the results under con- 
d i t i ons  where bias cannot operate." This i sa  procedure 
which,  as pointed out i n  two conferences attended by Dr, 
Ivy, could erdmkt bias and would not 5e acceptable to  the 
acientif ic comunity. 

The I n s t i t u t e  responded to Dr. Ivy's latter on 
February 6 by asking him to clarify his apparent rejetion 
of the previous plan mat% between hian and the NatAonal 
Cancer ' Inst i tute ,  bu t  in reply he reiterated the state- 
ments made Itn his  letter of February 1. 
of the I n s t i t u t e  to get on w i t h  the evaluation of Krebiozen 
as soon as a sc&ant f f ica l ly  acceptable procedure can be 
effectuated, and efforts to  resolve this matter are being 
continued. 

It i s  the desire 

W i t h  regarc¶ to the statement In Dr. Shannon's 
Cest%nrany which you quoted, I am sure that by putting 
the i s sue  "at rest" he meant that the Krebiozan question 
should be erettled through a s c i e n t i f i c a l l y  acceptable 
evaluatlon procedure and that he was not prejudging the 
outcome of such an evaluation. 



I trust that *is infomation w i l l  be hexpful 
to pur understanding of the responsibility of the 
Public B e a l t h  Service in approaching the evaluation 
o f  Ksebiozen, 

Kindest regards, 

Sincerely, 

John E. Fagarty 
Member of Congress 


